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Reply to Office action of June 24, 2005 

REMARKS / ARGUMENTS 

Applicant responds to each point raised by the Examiner in 
the June 24, 2005 Office action as follows: 

Drawings 

The Examiner requested that Figures 1-6A be designated by a 
legend such as "Prior Art." Those figures have now been 
corrected as requested. 

Claim Objections 

The Examiner objected to claims 6 and 18 based upon certain 
informalities. Those claims have now been amended to address 
the noted informalities. No narrowing of the claims has 
resulted from the amendments. 

Claim Rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 102 

The Examiner rejected claims 1-4, 6 and 9-21 under 35 
U.S.C. § 102 as being anticipated by Sharp (U.S. Pat. No. 
5,058,633). Additionally, the Examiner rejected claims 1, 2, 6, 
7, 13 and 19-21 as being anticipated by Tamayo (U.S. Pat. 
4,960,346) and claims 1, 2, 5, 13 and 18-21 as being anticipated 
by Reicin (U.S. Pat. No. 5,186,577). Applicant respectfully 
traverses the claim rejections. 

Independent claim 1, from which claims 2-4, 6, and 9-20 
depend, and independent claim 21 recite in relevant part "A 
containment system for a fuel site comprising: ... a 
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containment sump associated with [a] fuel storage tank and 
encircling the at least one fuel line connected to the fuel 
storage tank. . . and a removable catch basin adapted to fit 
into the opening in the containment sump and to fit over and 
around the remote end of the at least one fuel line such that 
the catch basin can catch fuel spills from the remote end of the 
at least one fuel line." 

The Examiner alleges that Sharp discloses, among other 
things, a " 'removable catch basin' 25." However, Sharp actually 
discloses an open top spill compartment which is held to the 
fill pipe in a permanent liquid- tight fashion. See column 5, 
lines 11-13 (emphasis added) . Since Sharp discloses a spill 
compartment that is not suited to be separated or removed from 
the rest of the containment sump assembly, Sharp clearly does 
not teach or describe a removable catch basin. 

Additionally, the spill compartment 25 disclosed by Sharp, 
including a side collar 53 which extends the spill compartment 
to ground level, is integral with the containment assembly 20. 
Thus, Sharp does not teach or describe a containment sump and a 
removable catch basin adapted to fit therein as is claimed in 
claim 1. 

Tamayo discloses a containment unit having an internal 
floor 11 and a circumferential wall 21 connected by a leakproof 
join to insure that any spilled gasoline will not contaminate 
the adjacent soil 20. See column 2, lines 61-64. Tamayo also 
notes that removing the containment unit is a costly endeavor 
requiring the use of a back-hoe or extensive manual labor and 
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usually requires shutting down a service station for an extended 
period of time. See column 3, lines 48-51. Thus, Tamayo does 
not teach a removable catch basin, but rather teaches an 
essentially permanent structure that requires much effort to 
remove. Additionally, the internal floor and wall are integral 
with the containment unit as opposed to being removable 
components. Thus, Tamayo does not teach or describe a 
containment sump and a removable catch basin adapted to fit 
therein as is claimed in claim 1. 

Reicin teaches a secondary containment system including a 
bag 38 made of a rubberized fabric that is sealed around, for 
example, a riser pipe 32. See column 3, lines 9-13. However, 
since the bag is sealed around pipes, removing the bag entails 
either destroying the bag or disassembling the structure 
surrounding the bags, which takes much effort and a long time. 
The claimed invention is directed to a removable catch basin 
that can be disassembled intact in less than a minute. See page 
5, lines 21-29. Thus, Reicin does not teach a removable catch 
basin as claimed in the present invention. 

Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests that the 
rejection of claims 1 and 21 under 35 U.S. C. § 102 be 
reconsidered and withdrawn, and the claims allowed. 
Furthermore, because claims 2-4, 6, and 9-20 depend from claim 1 
and incorporate the same limitations as claim 1, Applicant 
requests that these claims also be reconsidered and allowed for 
at least the same reasons. 
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Claim Rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 



The Examiner rejected claim 18 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Tamayo. Claim 18 depends from claim 1. 
As noted above, claim 1 is patentable over Tamayo for the stated 
reasons. Thus, because it includes the same limitations as 
claim 1, claim 18 is thereby also patentable over Tamayo. 
Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests that the rejection 
of claim 18 be reconsidered and the claim allowed for at least 
the same reasons . 



Respectfully submitted, 



CHRISTIE, PARKER & HALE, LLP 




TJD/jmp 
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Amendments to the Drawings: 

The attached sheets of drawings include changes to Figures 1 
through 6A. These sheets, which include Figs. 1 through 6A, 
replace the original sheets including Figs. 1 through 6A. 

Attachment : Replacement Sheets 
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